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at. t2, Prsderick, Md. 21701 
12/1^75 

Mr, Daft Bather h.-v- ■ 

CBS Sa»a 

524 57 I 

Sfew Yovkt H.I. 10019 ]\ , i 

Bear Sr, Bather , ~ 

Stasi© tise ago, iatsndiag it as a ooortssy to you aud so tlsat uould not 
taka aaytbiGg perscml froa it, I urota you to say that despit© pri-or a^eseat X 
>*as dscilaing to appear on the CBS Siiig assassination ‘’special,** 

lou wer® sot obliged to reply and you did not, Soweyer, 1 did think you would, 
have soEie appjTsciatioa of the fact that what CSS doas - confronted with a con- 
flict of interest and that ethically I could resolve it no other way, 

, Jai^s Sari as you know, refused to e© interviswea &n ymxr “special,” 
Separately h05 counsel ohjeeted, 

foday I recsired, a Isttor Ms te w:hich he tells se that you, 
hy-passed his counsel and thro-a^ his Brother leiry sot^t to get his to sgr®© to 
an Interview with you, 

Xott and, ev8ryo«e involved at know this caae is far fro» final dseision, 

Xou also knevr that is not m tMn^ <Jia Besar or 2 ocald do ^liicsally that 

»e did not do for CIS, without asking or getting paid - and w® neither have any 
regtilar iscoa®. 

-fhere is dispute anong you as to whether or not m ^fort nade to hlasteaaii 
;Jisi iesar into urgiiig Hay to grant an intsrvlev. ?hia was' possihl© only hecaas© CBS 
insisted on interviewing Mr, Besar oft areas of fact hs said Should, not he addressed' to 
hia and should he to ae, Tet no effort was laade to interview m sad. h& was taped god 
he did, inadvertently, sake the: kind of error of fact expectable of ti® e>-|)ert on law, 
was the basis of the attespt at bla<^rail, 

Xou may have no knowled^ of this, dii?8Ctiy or irulirectly. And isforsatton 
of yo'Jr sf forts throng ueriy %y in cmtradiction to xim- portion of Jssses Sa^s 
counsel is not first hand. 

&>wever, 2 do 'believe this ^ai$®s ethical aaes^miV Xou are not, I hope, a 
man without awareness of thea* I therefore wofO-d appreciate either a d&iilal froe you 
that -you mad© any such effort throu^ Jerry or an explanation of tl® legal |^ics 
and James ^rl Kay’s ri^ts as you see tbsE, 

I@st©rday*s ssail hrou^t & coi^ of a CSS rslsas# sent to a rc|X)rter who sad© 
the copy for ®e. It begiiis,”Did Jas®s Bari Ray, ^ting aion®, kill tii© jS©v. Dr, 

Martin Buther king? “(sic) 

Gan you coaedve that os© in my position can take this as an es|ar©ssion of 
Mas? It raises questions of ccsasjdmey hat not of Itay’s posi-'l'bl© ianoconce. It is 
not, in isy opinion, possible for CBS’^iUve spsat all t;.e tise it has and 2 iade in 
court the representations it has and sot found reason to 'bellevs; that, perhaps I4r, 

Eay was not the kxlisr.Cnless, of course, its reprsseatatioss to fer, Besar and ne about 
the pur^ses of its fennss.-ee litigation, so long delayed, are not truthful. Wheri I 
consider that accepted froa t1«3 Separtmeixt of Juetica the pictures I display-ed 
yesterday I find no basis for reduced suspicion. 

Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 




Ht. 12, Frederick, Md. 21701 
' . 12/12/75 

Mr, ]>aa Bather H v - - ’ 

GBS Mews 

524 W. 57'St,/ ' 

He'^ York, 3.T, 30019 

\ f 

Dear Mr, Satlser, ~ ; 

ScHBe tise ago, inteadiag it as a courtesy to you sad so you would not 
taka anything personal from it, I wrote you to say that despite pAor afereesent I 
was declining to appear on the C:® King assassir^atica ‘’special.*’ 

lou were not obliged to reply and you did not. However, I did think you would 
nave s<ws8 appreciation of tbs fact that what CisiS had don© confronted sis with a con— 
flict of interest and that ethically I could resolve it no other way, 

d« 2 es Earl Say, as you know, refused to be interviewed on your ’‘special, “ 
Sej^ately h«S counsel ohdested, 

fcxiay I received a letter fra« hiai in which he tells m that you, nersonaliy, 
l:^!P-pass©d his counsel and through his hmtmr Jerry sought to get him to agree to 
an interview with you* 

You and everyone involved at Gm know this ease is far from final decision. 

You also knew that thers is not a thii% Jim Lesar or I could do eh/Cically that 
we did not do for GBS, without asking or getting taid — and we neither have any 
regular ineone, 

There is dispute mmg you as to wht;thsr or not an effort was made to hi.ar'.teTi-a-ii 
- Jia^licsar into urging fisy to grant an interview. This was possible only because 
insist^ on interviewing Mr. Lesar oa areas of fact he seid should not be addressed to 
him and should be to a®. Yet no effort was made to interview me and he was taped arid 
he did, inadvertently, cake the kind of error of fact espsotable of the expert on law, 
This was the basis of the attempt at blackiaail. 

You may have so knowledge of this, directly or Indirectly. And ay inforaatioa 
of your efforts throtz^ Jerry Hay in contaradiction to the position of Ja^s 
counsel is not first hand, 

Sowever, I do believe this liaises ethical ouesticf^k You are not, I ^pe, a 
saaa without awareness of thea. I therefore woslii appreciate either a denial from you 
that* you made any such effort throu^i Jerry or an explanation of the legal ejatics 
and James ^rl Hay’s 3?l^ts as you ^e them. 

Yesterday’s mail brought a co 0 - of a CS5 release sent to a reporter who 
the copy for me. It begins, “Bid James Earl Ray, aetints alone, kili the Rev, Dr, 

Martin Duther King?” (sic) 

Can you conceive that one in sy position can take this as an expression of 
bias? It raises questions of conspiracy but not of Ray’s possible innocence. It is 
not, in opinion, possible for CRS^Save spent all t:;9 time it has and made in 
cotart the representations it has and not found reason to believe that perhaps Mr. 

Ray was not the killer, tfeless, of course, its re presea tatioiis to Mr, Lesar and u.e about 
the purposes of its Terjies>ee litigation, so loxig delayed, are not truthful. When I 
consider that GBS ae ?epted fro?ii the Bepartment of Justice the pictures I displayed 
yesterday I find no basis for reduced suspicion. 

Sincerely, 



Jiarold Weisberg 




